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Dear Sirs: 

hi teipoiiac to the Nonce of Nun-Compliant Appeal Bnef dated December! I 
2009, and furthei to the Appeal BHef 5>ubmitted on \o\embei 2_\ 200' \ please entet the 
following Replacement Appeal Bnef to he Mibnnued to tbe Patent Boaid of \ppeals and 
Interferences. 
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REPLACEMENT APPEAL BRIEF 



Application No. 00/902,-166 

Replacement Appeal Brief Dated December 2 1 , 2009 
Replaces Brief front November 23, 2009 
In Reply to Office Action dated May I, 2009 



Keai Party in Interest (37 CFR 4U?(c)(l)(i» 

The real party in interest is Mr. Michael Paseazi. 
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Application No ("■> W2M<> 

Replacement \ppcai Bucf Dated DetemSvi 2L ZOtW 
Replrn.es Buei hont Nosembet 23, 2000 
In Reph to Office Aatoo dated \i<n I 20U« 



Related \ppeaSs ami Interferences (i* 1 ti-R41.37(c)(!Mu)> 

The Appellant is not aw art. of aav i elated pi mi ur pending appeals o\ 
mteiferenees related to this mattet 
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Application No 0*> W2M<> 

Replacement Appeal Bucf Dated Detcmfvi 2L ZOtW 
Replrn.es Buei hont Nosembei 23, 2000 
In Reph to Office Action dated \i<n I 20U« 

Status of Claim* <J7 OK 41^7(cm1H«»)) 

Chnms i-* and vl 7 ate the pending claim*' in the application and are the claims 

on appeal 

Claim 4 has been cancelled, 

( i.nnis i~~> and s-j Maud teieUed undei f'ST ^ 103 as being unpatentable 
o\ei lleiounen et al (t'S Patent No 0,816,~iy} m \ies\ of Khndwotth (6 7"! "01 ) 

A i.opv oS the flatnb "n Appeal is afacht'd hetet' 1 m tru. Appendts. of ( laim*., 
listing the (.intent status of pending . iasms i- > and v 1 7 <k- well rus The status <u mm 
cancelled claim 4. 
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Application No ("■> 'Kii/'bo 

Replacement Appeal Buct Dated Decemhei 21, 2000 
Replrn.es Buei hom Nosembei 23, 2000 
In Reph to Office Action dated \ia\ I 20U« 

Status of Amendments (37 CFR 41.37(«H I )(« }) 

Plus application was orsgmalh tiled op inh H>, 2001 n ith U' claims An Office 
Action vwh issued on Was * 2005 teieUmg claim* 1- \ S '> 12, and 14 tfudei ^ U S *. 
Sec 102 as be my anticipated b\ Anderson et al {I S Patent No o/><-) s\804; rhc 
LXatiuner also rejected <. (amis 4, 5 3 0 11 , and 1 3 undei 3 s lA( See 103(a) as bemg 
unpatentable <ner Anderson in \ww of Aibal i I S Patent N'o <\6ob0k>! Ihe Lxammei 
also it]eoted claims o-~ audi s-ioundei ^ I S ( Sec I0\a) as being unpatentable 
o\ei Anderson m \ ie\\ oH ee et al {I S Patent N'o J>84"'o^2) 

On No\embei ~, 2005 an \uiendmem w.i? filed amending ciaim ) and uancehif*.* 
clam! I and piesentmg atutnnents ovet the Anderson ickrenee 

On Decemboi 22 2UO\thc Fxamme replied b\ issuing a second Office Action 
again icjeclmg independent claims 1 and 14 <ner Anderson, further in a \v\\ of the nc-wh 
ctled Sonml s Patent No 6(^4.019) 

On hme 2o, 2006 Appellants filed an Amendment adding neu independent claim 
i ~ and aigumt? o\ei the new lejecuon of Andeioon and Song On August IS 20U<>, the- 
1 hud Office \cnoii \\ao issued iciecpiju tndependen! claims 1 !4 and 17 o\ei a ucuh 
csted refeience \natubkumai (L ^ Patent N'o o^~4 2!3) 

On 1 cbsnais 2^ 2007 an Amendment was submitted mittmateh emoted b\ \\a\ 
of petition on June 1 4, 2(H)/) pieseufny a'L'umeitt-- against the Anandalaimai 
leteieuce Ihe ! \ammei issued a Sousth a^ ison on Scptenibei 10, 20(ks now icieeting 
independent ckums 1, U and 17 o\et a ibml ->epatate set of refetet^es, ttaroeK Hemonen 
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Application No. 00/902,-166 

Replacement Appeal Brief Dated December 2 1 , 2009 
Replaces Brief front November 23, 2009 
In Reply to Office Action dated May I, 2009 

et a! (I S P-itent No 6 MO "19) m \iew of Klmdv.ortii et al fl S Patent No 
t\7" 1.70 1 > \ ! espouse without amendment, was submitted on 1 ebuwi\ 12. 2009 
ai lining et the two uevUx cited reieietues lhe L\aminet issued a tiith Office \ct?uii 
on Ma\ I 2009 agamst which the pie^em appeal has been tiled 
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Application No U<-> 'K)2/>6<> 

Replacement Appeal Brief Dated Decemhet 21, ZOtW 
Replrn.es Buei hom Nosembei 23, 2000 
In Reph to Office Action dated Ma\ I 20U« 

Summary' uf Claimed Subject Matter (37 CFR 4M'7{cH f Kv)} 

fhe iollow mg is> a concise explanation oi independent claims 1, !4 and i 7 on 
appeal, indicating the tonespondmg portions of the specification that support these 
elements 

Claim i lecites a telephone s>stem lot tiaiismittmg telephone siutuis between 
fust and second mobile stations A fust internet pnnoa>! mtetface in confirmed to 
tecene an incoming eel! phone signal genet ated in the fhst mobde station and to 
ftansnnt the phone signal to the internet Ntt element Id and paTagrapft [(f^loj 

\ second internet piouxoi mteifac*. is confirmed ti- iccene the phone signal sent 
through the internet hv the hr»t internet pioroeol interlace and to transmit the phone 
Mgnai io the second mobdc station such that nseis uf the fhst and second mobile stations 
can engage m a com citation w hete said phone signals aie communicated o\er substantial 
distance^ thsoutih iIk internet See element Ifc and patagiaphs [0f>osj and jOOKH 

1 he fust and second internet ptotocoi interfaces each mamum an echo 
caiiielk-t equah/ei module eonbgm cd to eonect titatoiuons in the phone signal caused by 
the iiaxel ol the phone signal thiough nee an, senei deiav- and internet deiuvs See 
elements 54 and 54' in paragraphs [0021], [0027], [0034], [0038], 

Independent chum 1 7 among the feannes cued abo\ e i\ uh i expect to claim i , 
futthei 'Ck ne,^ the leattues that the phone -tgnal ^ Uansmiftod to and fiotn the fnst <uid 
second internet pietucol mteiface b\ means of a fust and second tell toviei equipped with 



Application No ("■> W2M<> 

Replacement \ppea! Bucf Dated Decemhei 21, ZOtW 
Replrn.es Buei from Nosembei 23, 2000 
In Reph to Office Action dated \ia\ I 20U« 

<m additional edio caia.etjt;i equals/ei (.omsgUTed to Lontcf distortions in the phone 
Himal caused b\ tht. uavd of the plume smnal thumgh ihe nee an See element,-. 48 and 
48' and paragraphs [0018] and [0022], 

Claim 14 recites a telephonic method of transmitting cell phone signals between 
first and second mobile stations on a telephone system having first and second internet 
protocol interlaces and first and second eel! towers. The method includes generating a 
cell phone signal at a first mobile station and receiving the cell phone signal by the first 
ceil tower and communicated to the first internet protocol interface. See element. 16 and 
paragraph [0016] 

t cho cancellation is conducted hi the fu-t internet proveoi interface on the cell 
plume call to conect distortions m the phone signal caused b\ the ti <j\ el oi the plume 
signal thiuttgh free an sener delass and internet del<i\s The cell plume signal ^ 
ttansmnied b\ Uk fust internet ptotocol database into the internet see stens IDS-i 12 and 
paiagiaphs [0035; and [00 Jo] 

Tiie cell phone signal i^ reeeised in the second uvemet piotocol interlace which 
conducts echo u«K-elhtU<»n uii the cell plume call to couect distos turns m the phone <• fundi 
caused b\ the tia\ei ot the phone Signal thro u ah free an, set set delass and mtemet 
delays, and ddi\<_red to the >ccond cell towei see steps 12S- i ^ m pasaataphs jOOW] 
The tell phone Nignaf is iecei\ed a* the second mobile station, such that the fust ,tnd 
second mobile station ase in coumiumeauou with e<-uh other see patagiaph {0005] 
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Application No ("■> W2M<> 

Replacement \ppcai Bucf Dated Detemhei 2L ZOtW 
Replrn.es Buei hont Nosembet 23, 2000 
In Reph to Office Action dated \ia\ I 20U« 

Grounds of Rejection to be Ite\ iewed on \ppeal (3? ( TR 41.37{c){ i i» 



flu onh ifoue on appeal in the tciection oi the Jasms, including independent 
tiasm-i I 14 and 17 under >i ISC t IfHfa} as being unpatentable o\es Hetnnnen et ai 
tT S Patent No o Slo 710} in mcw of khntlwonh ct al (f ' S Patent No v>.~"7\ "Oh 

Appellant tespectiulK disagrees with, this contention and intends to demonsttate 
to the Board that the cited i eft-rentes do not teach oi ^uet-'e^t all of' the elements of the 
ptesenf m\ cut ton a.- thinned m independent clamis J 14 and ! 7 nor is there any 
suggestion oj motivation to umibnie the jeierun.es vwlh one another as suggested h\ the 
Examiner. 
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Application No ("■> W2M<> 

Replacement \ppcai Bucf Dated Detemhei 2L ZOtW 
Replrn.es Buei hont Nosembei 23, 2000 
In Reph to Office Action dated \ia\ I 20U« 

Argument {37 CFR 41.37(0)0)0 ii)) 

fhe features of independent claim 1 include a telephone swem foi nansmitting 
telephone Signals betn eon in m and second mobile .stations The *\ stem mc hides a fust 
internet protocol mtctface configured 10 incise an incoming cell phone signal generated 
b\ the fiipf mobile station and to transmit thk- phone stgnai to the internet A second 
internet protocol interlace recedes the pliont signal ^em through the internet h\ the first 
internet protocol tmu face and transmit* it to the second mobile station, such titat usets of 
the i!K>t and second mobile stations ean engage m a eomersatiuit v\ here the phone signals 
are (.onumimcatect o\et substantia! distances thtoudi the internet I he fust and second 
internet piotocol interfaces each maintain an echo cancellei equali/ei module configured 
to eoneet distortions m send phone signal caused hv the tia\cl of the phone signa* thaough 
dee an senet delaxs and internet delays 

Such an arrangement makes the uan'-mission of c*.M phone ci-nimunieations mote 
efficient b\ using tik. internet to cam the signal, rat he t than using a piurahtv i f ceil 
phone toners >ec for example paiagiaphs p)00->) ]00ft°) of the pi (.sent application 
i his helps useis ean\ on a ti\e, \oiee conversation out sitlwanual distances, thioitgh 
the internet (set- paiagiaphs [uw^j and f 00 1 7 1 - [0021 1) with co'ietted lag time defa\ 
and echoing fx nig accounted foi and cancelled (see paiagiaph^ 1 [00 i >j~[00 >4j) 

Fcho cmcd latum is a geneialb known ^oueept, hut ni the comes! of the ptesetit 
application a vpeufie placement of echo cancellation at the point of conversion dosvt to 
the internet (aftei being initiated and sent hv tower) and then again as the ^fgnaf-, come 
out of the internet (to be again tiansnntted up to a tower fot delj\et% to the second phone 
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\ppiieation No ("■> W2M<> 

Replacement \ppcai Bucf Dated Decemhei 21. ZOtW 
Replrn.es Buei honi November 23, 2000 
In Reph to Office Action dated Xiav I 20U« 

device* allows tut boitei sending of calh that tta\el tfttough both nadutonai (ceil timet) 
p.ithuuwuj combination wnh non-ttaditiouai (internet* pathway 

To ibtm the rejection, the hxamtoei states that Hcmuneu ttache*- all of the 
elements of claim 1 except that the fnsr and Second internet mtetfaLes base echo 
cuiKelieis 1 he Kammet completes the icjeaton b\ stating that Klmdwoith teaches the 
use oi echo caiueHeis for signal ptobiems ov ei nee an , >erver delass and internet deiavs 
and that it would be obvious to combine those elements with the s\stera of Heinenen to 
arrive at the present, claims. 

The Heioonen reference pertains to a method and system for making profile 
mionnatiou concerning usets of a wuele^s netwotk avarlahle to othet usets (cul 2 lines 
4o-u4] lite ptofde infotmauon ins-hides mlormation on whether a uset s dev ice on the 
netwotk is operational or not Ihe pioftle nrbimaiion nsav aho include stored user data 
feci 2. lines 04 - col 3. lines 1-^i I nhke the piesent invention, Hemonen's method and 
system transmits data that is not tune »ensitne to the extent that fractions of a second 
would affect the umctionaSttv of the method oi s\ stem because M i/iomcm \ w stem Joes 
aof t>\ws>M} \ on ( inp'tt 

\s noted above in otdet to complete the i ejection of the claims the i\aininet 
cttes to the Khndvwith tefeicnce, winch desuibes a method Sos using a configurable 
adaptive filtei foi echo cancellation, and a method tot detecting voice or no-\oKC signals 

In ihe September 10, 2008 Oflke Action un page i of the Oiftce Wh^n, the 
V vammei states that 'it would hav e been ob\ ioih to one hav mg ordinar v skill in the ait at 
the time the invention was made to use the Klmdvvottrf s ei.hu carte ellei m HemonenN 
invention in otdet to temove acoustical and tleetncal echoes that occui due to reflections 
ot in signal to tmpuwe the quahts of teSeeotrmnmcattons s\,->tem " 
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Application No ("■> W2M<> 

Replacement \ppea! Bucf Dated DecemSvi 21. ZOtW 
Replrn.es Buei bom Nosembei 23, 2000 
In Reph to Office Action dated \ia\ I 20U« 

Appellant notes thai: 

"[Rejections on obviousness grounds cannot be sustained by mere conclusory 
statements; instead, there must be some articulated reasoning with ><.>/?,><• rational 
underpinning to support the legal conclusion of obviousness". KSR, 127 S.Ct. at 1741. 
(emphasis added) cite from In re Kahn 

Although fs.SK lias aeknov\Ldi.'*.d that thete a> no a nuul test that tequnes tiie 
1 \ammt-i to mchcafe the teaching motiuuion os suL'^stion to combine uulun the 
teleTfn.es ther.tsehe^ tot totimng the oh\ loosness j ejection, ;t has not iemo\ed the 
ic\junement tut aiu^uianim n/o one ofuulmnv skill m the art would combine the 
teiefencea to reavh the speuik combination ^ claimed 

in the present application jt appears that the Fvirmnei is using the present claim 
as a blue punt and working backhauls to find \ annus components ftom dispaiate 
ieleience> to loim the rejection 

Know-Ldee of a pioblem and motnation to subc it aie entucU U! + Veieuf bent 
mom at ion to combine poi tn uku t < A ? end <. to u o< k ii<t put tK uku L 'aimed 
i.t i.tgi niem \u ob\ lousness selection should not be su* untied using hindsight 
leunj^miciioii o( lefetetjces to teach the claimed jmennou without explanation a<- to how 
oi wh\ the paif't, vLu nteieute^ ^ou/ohc e< u^tdend to fa ^amhiu,d to umh /"t 
L'en}Cf/t\ of the i ta/f>i\ Innogcuctics N\ \ \bbott 1 aboi atones S12 f- id H<>^ at 
footnote 3. 

In the ptesem application the danns iccite a spc\ tile communication auaifuetnem 
that has include social component elements each ot \s Inch aie sdeeteu to geneiate a 



12 



Application No U<-> *;u2/>6o 

Replacement Appeal Brief Dated Decemhei 21, 2000 
Replrn.es Buei hom Nosembei 23, 2000 
In Reph to Office Action dated Ma\ I 20U« 

nmel method of ceifulai communication-* Hen though each of the certain components 
thunsehes nun he independent!} consuleiee to be known in the an. when exaiuatmy the 
claim to; ob\ lousness, the claim must be taken in ito totaim including the totahtv of the 
combined elements. 

It is the 1 \amjner\5 position that one cvuld use the Kluuhsorth s echo cancellet m 
Hemonen\ invention to resuo\e jk-ww/i^' an J t k\;>n.al *a h< ><.'}■ that ocuti due to 
terlcctions of tn Mgnai However this alone is not sufficient to .sustain an ob\ iousness 
resection. 

HeutoHenV method and system meteA aansimts pioftle mlotmatiou vvheic there 
is no uegatis e effect to a shot t time deia\ /hire u?v no at ou^'icof unJ eken k ai ^ hoc}. 
i>) Mich <.<<ivmn,}tiafioii\ 1 beiefote if would not make sen-'e to add the echo- cancelling 
method of Klmdsw pith ot an\ such echo-cancel ling architectuie method, to llemoneif s 
piofile mfoimation turn-mutei 

l-oj example, the Kimdwotth lefeienee details an attaiiuemem umkcj ned w ult 
cunnti ttmc dela\s m sohnanualU the range of 20 to 12 f > mdhseeonds (see col d, line }9 
- col \ line ^S) Indeed, m col ^ lines H«I7, KJiiidswouh describes a 1 20 imihsecond 
imie delax as * a long pet tod of time un ! nui\ " s\heie t mas. tepiesen^ "the amount of 
time used m determining the maximum amplitude of the signal that is later used as an 
uppet hmit m a histogiam of the amplitude of the signals ' (col 5, lines A 
deiav oi 120 milliseconds is vutualh mconseo ( uenuai foi Hemonen s s\t,tem and method 
because the Hemonen u-feience meseh uanstnifs saved piofde information 

Moieosu 1 ! Wjhen the piioi an teaches aw a\ hom eombmma cettam known 
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Application No. 09/902,466 

Replacement Appeal Brief Dated December 2 1 , 2009 
Replaces Brief from November 23, 2009 
In Reply to Office Action dated May I .. 2009 

elements, discovery of a successful means of combining Them is mot e likely To be 
nonobvious." KSR Intern. Co. v. Teleflex Inc.. 530 U.S. 398. 4 1 6 (2007 H citinu United 
States v. Adams , 383 U.S. 39, (1966)). In the present instance, given the time delays 
mentioned in Kltndworth (120 milliseconds), combining the elements of KJindwonh and 
Heinonen would in fact assure that a system mimicking the present arrangement as 
claimed would fail, because real time voice communications cannot Tolerate such long 
time delays in the communications pathway. Therefore, the combination of the elements 
cited by the Examiner is clearly taught, away from. A user of ordinary skill in the art- 
would certainly not consider combining elements thai would assure the failure of his. her 
endeavor. This factor alone supports the proposition that the current application is 
nonobvious. 

Thus, there is no teaching, suggestion, or motivation in the Heinonen and 
Khnduofth icfciences that would cause a user ol ouhuat\ skill in the an to u»wbme the 
lefeienccs as suggested In The hs.ruwnei On the contiai\ . as u stands the KvnmneT 
appeats to be usum the language of the independent claims as a bluepnm and woikmg 
backwaids to ioim the i ejection without ditieulalmg a i caponing with a lanonal 
undeipmnmg Sbi one of oiciman skih m the an to make Mich a combuiahou 

lo foim an ub\ lousuess reiection of the independent claims, the cned tefeiences 
should not onK mention all of the elements of the claims but instead taking the chnm sn 
its totalis , must suggest to one of m J man -ski 11 ait k- cmihttic i/tit./; m the < iji>m\l 
^ opponents to ioim the complete arrangement method as claimed 

Regai ding the S-\ammet"s iepK to the prsui tcmarks m 1 200 1 ' the LAannuei 
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Application No ("■> 'Kii/'bo 

Replacement Appeal Buct Dated Detemhei 21. ZOtW 
Replrn.es Buei hont \osembei 23, 2000 
In Reph to Office Action dated \ia\ I 20U« 

states that ' a testation oi the intended use the Jatmed tmenuon tnu^t jesuh hi a 
Mnteiuja! diffejence ben\ een tht claimed tmenuon and the pnoi at t 

Appellant notes that Jatms I and 1" aie astern claims Appellant it- bubnittma 
that the pnoi ait does not teaeh ot suggest all oi the combined elements of the these 
claims lo the extent that thete ,ne mnetumal recitations- of the claimed ^tmcnifai 
elements thes ate not jclieil on to o\eieome the tefeteiues Cteim 1 4 js a method cLmn 
and ii> embodied h\ the steps recited Appellant n averting that the lefetence.-. do not 
ttaeh the combined steps as claimed 

! oj at least this teason \ppeMain je<}ue->is that reieenen of independent claims I 
H and l" be wjthdnmn hoi at least these same teasons AppUiam le^ue^ts that the 
rejection of dependent claims 2-3, v- i J> and 1 "Mo be w ithdiavx n 
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Application No. U<-> 902,460 

Replacement Appca! Brief Dated December 2 i . 20(K> 
Replaces Briei' from November 23, 2000 
In Reply to Office Action dated Ma\ I. 200*) 

Claims Appendix {37 CFR 41.37(e}(1 Xviii)} 

1 (preuoush piesemed) A telephone s\stem for tiansmitung 
telephone .signals between fsrst and second mobile stations, said system comprising; 

a first internet piotocol interface configured to recehe an incoming 
celi phone signal generated by the first mobile station, and to transmit said phone signal 
to the internet; and 

a second internet protocol interface configured to receive said 
phone signal ^ent dnoogh the imeuiei h> oa,d fust internet p-otocoi mteffaee and to 
ttansnnt said plume signal to the second mobile station, ->uch tlwt useis of the fust f md 
second mobile stations tan engage in a com nation where s t jid phone signals t ne 
communicated o\ei substantial distances through the internet when. in said fmt and 
second internet ptotocol mtef iaecs each maintain an echo cancellei equaiver module 
configuied tu cottect distoitions m said phone signal caused bv the traxoi oi sfiui phone 
signal thsouuh fiee an ^ei\ et delavs and internet deiav <■ 

1 (vHigmah A telephone sWem as claimed m claim 1 wheiem vjkI 
ft!;-! internet psotocol uueilace Jo fwshci compulsed of a fn^t addie^s icadei fuothilc 
configuied to lead hV phone number of the eestmation second mobile station emeied b\ 
the user the first mobile station. 

? (opyuial) A telephone swem as claimed m claim 2 whet em s<-nd 
first intei net piotocol tmettaee ss further comprised of a first soitwate toutiollei module 
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Application No. 00/902,466 

Replacement Appeal Brief Dated December 2 1 , 2009 
Replaces Brief front November 23, 2009 
In Reply to Office Action dated May I, 200*) 

configured to process the address information for the second mobile station provided as 
provided by said first address reader module. 

4. (cancelled) 

5 (pie\tousi\ pi evented) A telephone sv stent as claimed in daun 1, 
whet eta said fust internet piotocol interface *s furfhei comp^ed u* a iiiot analog digital 
onuemi confirmed to eotneit a soicx pottton uNaid phone signal into digital founat 

0 (oisgmal) A telephone 3\stem as chmsKd us claim i wbuem .-.aid 
first internet protocol interface is iunher compi ised of a internet protocol corn ener 
module configured to embed s ( nd phone signal into a pacKcti/ed digital data speam foi 
tiansnussiuii duough the internet 

i original) \ telephone astern a-; claimed m claim <>, whet cm said 
second internet piotocol iruei fa^e is fuithei compiled of a internet piotocol de-con\citei 
module cnnilgnsed to leimne said phone Mgaal ftom said pddketi/ed digital dam ^icain 

8 (ougma 5 ) A telephone s\sk.m as claimed m claim i wheiem said 
second internet piotocol interface is fun her computed ol a second .->oAv\aie ronp'illei 
module contlguicd to poKVsks addles imbitearou of the second mobile station pioxnled 
b\ the usei ol the lust moluk station 
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Application No ("■> W2M<> 

Replacement \ppea! Bucf Dated Decemhei 21, ZOtW 
Replrn.es Buei hom Nosembei 23, 2000 
In Reph to Office Action dated \?a\ I 20U« 

l > (oHuman A telephone Astern as chnmtd m claim 8. whetem jaid 
second mtcmet piotou>! mtctfaee is futther comprised of a second address ic-adei module 
confirmed to iead sani additss mtoimation piowded In *aid second softwaic eomfollet 
so as to duect said cell phone sigiui through the public switched telephone netwotk to the 

second mobile station, 

10 (oiiginal) A. telephone system as claimed m claim j whetem said 
second internet ptotucoi mlesthct. is iunhei eompused <>i a second digital analog 
coiuenei, configuted tu cons en the \okc ponton of said phone osunai m to analog 
format. 

1 1 (upyiualj -\ telephone swem as eiauned m daim 10, whetem said 
second internet protocol mteifaee is iunhei eonipttscd of <* second echo 

canceller equah/et module confluuied to couect dsstuitions m >md phone sigiul caused 
h\ the fra\ci ol t>aid phone signal thiuuiih the mteniei 

1 2 t unguis!) \ telephone ssstem as churned in claim 1 . whetem the 
Hist and second mobile stauono ate cell phor.es 

1 ' Songiua!) A telephone ssstem as claimed m claim 1 wbeiem s<-nd 
phone ssuna! can be tiansmmed fjom said fust intuitu pi otoeol unt.ri,ue to said .second 
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Application No. 00/902,-166 

Replacement Appeal Brief Dated December 2 1 , 2009 
Replaces Brief front November 23, 2009 
In Reply to Office Action dated May I, 2000 

internet protocol interface via a private packet switched network. 

14. (previously presented) A telephonic method of transmitting cell 
phone signals between first and .second mobile stations on a telephone system, said 
system having first and second internet protocol interfaces and first and second ceil 
towers, said method comprising the steps of; 

generating a cell phone signal at a first mobile station; 

receiving said ceil phone signal by the first cell tower and communicated 
to the first internet protocol interface; 

conducting echo cancellation hi said first internet protocol interface on 
said cell phone call to correct distortions in said phone signal caused by the travel of said 
phone signal through free air, server delays and internet delay s; 

transmitting said ceil phone signal by the first internet protocol database 
into the internet; 

reccn mg »aid ceil phone sigmi b\ the second internet piotoeoi m Unlace 
conducting echo cancellation m vud fust internet pnvocol tnuifate on ^ifd ceil phone 
tall to toned distortion,- ui said phone signal vau,-ed b\ the ua\el of sjtd phone signal 
thiough fiee an senet delays and internet deiass, and deh\eted to the second cell towei 
and 

iccto. mg vud tell phone signal at the second mobile, snth that she fust 
and second mobile station ate m uusuiuuiica'ion wuh each othei 
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15. (original) The telephone method as claimed in 14 fuithet 

comprising the .step of embedding said phone signal into t uaekavcd dsgUal data Mieam 

before the first internet protocol interface transmits said phone jigna! into the internet. 

lu (original) Ihe telephone method a° claimed hi 1 ^ furthes 
computing the step of lecmenng said embedded phone signal fiom said patAeu/ed 
digital data stream trte: sasd phone oignai is iccened b\ the seamd internet ptotocol 
interface, 

17 (pieuuush pi evented) \ telephone s\ stern foi TiJiiamming 
telephone signals between first and second mobile stations --aid s\stem comprising 

a fust internet psotoool nit ei face conilguied to iecei\e an incoming cell 
phone signal generated 1>\ the first mobile station and to ttansmit said phone signal to the 

internet; and 

a -vcond internet protocol imcit'Uce tout mined to iecene said phone 
signal sent through the internet h\ said fitst iineinet protocol nueifaee and to Uam,niH 
*did phone signal to the second mobile station, such drat itsej^ of ihe Inst and second 
mobile stations can engage in a eomeisauon whete said phone signals ate communicated 
o\er substantial distance 0 thiough the internet 

sxheiem said fitst and second interne! ptotocol interlace- each muntam an 
echo uincelles cijtiau/ei nioduie oiifignied u> toned distortions m said phone signal 
caused by server and internet delays, and 
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s<*td phone signal is Nausmmed to and fiuni satd Fast jih] second internet 

piotocol interface bs means of a fust and second ..el! towei equipped with an additional 

echo canceller equal izei conftguicd to correct distousons m said phone signal caused h\ 

the Tun el of\aid phone .signal thtou«U the fiee an 
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Evidence Appendix |37 CFR 4l.37fc)(i 

1 heu 5 ks no t i<.klmonai manual i\n ihi> section 
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Related Proceedings Appendix (37 <TR 4L3%)(1K^)) 

There is no additional rruttena! foi iht-~ ^-ettion 
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hi view oi fhe iojeumg \ppe3iant it>peufuUv ^ibmtfs That the pieseni im cotton 

as claimed in now in umdmutj ibi cvlov ant_e and requests that the Patent Boaul of 

\ppcdls reverses the ieieatons of the l \ami ki and tetnancis it to him lot further 

pHi^ecanoii as sequested b\ Appellant 
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